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THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
THORNTON, 
Plaintiff-Counterdefendant-Appellant, 
and 
VAL THORNTON, 
Intervenor-Appellant, 
v. 
MARYE. PANDREA, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark and Mary Pandrea Revocable Trust, 
u/a April 9, 2002, 
Defendant-Respondent, 
and 
KENNETH J. BARRETT and DEANNA L. 
BARRETT, husband and wife, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendants-Counterclaimants- ) 
___ R~e=s,....po~n~d~en~t=s. __________ ,) 
Supreme Court 
Docket No. 42332-2014 
Bonner Co. Case No. 
CV-2013-1334 
APPELLANT'S REPLY BRIEF 
APPEAL FROM THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
IN AND FOR THE COlJNTY OF BONNER 
VAL THORNTON 
THORNTON LAW OFFICE 
4685 Upper Pack River Road 
Sandpoint, ID 83864 
(208) 263-5017 
Attorney for Appellants 
HONORABLE JOHN T. MITCHELL 
DISTRICT JUDGE 
MICHAEL G. SCHMIDT 
LUKINS & ANNIS, P.S. 
601 E. Front A venue, Suite 502 
Coeur d'Alene ID 83814-5155 
(208) 667-0517 
Attorney for Responde 
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1 
Respondents still dispute that the fifteen-acre piece has its own Upper Road access. 
A = Thornton Property, about two aeres, the Shoreline Piece from Parcel 
B = Pandrea's 1980 purchase, aka Parcel L about five acres, 
it 
Thornton, the issue of whether the Quitclaim Deed 
for themselves an easement to the 
Kari both owned Parcel B as tenants in common. Mary 
" Thornton filed his complaint, Clark and Pandrea 
1 
November 1 ot\ 1992, a quitclaim deed was issued by 
On November 10, 1992, Pandrea and Clark 
Until Clark continuously and consistently argued that she had, as stated 
3 Thornton attempted to discover the rationale behind Clark's claim to Both sisters atroe:rrea 
claim the to access all properties regardless of what land which would 

WHEREAS, said properties are presently served access for ingress 
approximately 300 feet South 
" 
does not include or even reach 
were 
submitted to the district court in of 
The affidavit of Joel Hazel is further inconsistent with Kari 
upon approval of the district judge's 
1 61 61 1 ). Therefore, the 
1, 3 to prove that sisters owned two 
I. 
behind the title page for Exhibit 
Affidavits 
a B, the 


was ...... _.,.,,..,,... based upon Clark's claim of an 

deed from the Millsaps to the Bakers, 
be 
an easement 
al lowed mall goers to use the 

maintains that since the l 940's the road referred to 

The uncontested material facts are these, and they're attached to my 
1 
Now, Thornton has attempted to make this convoluted argument 
were 
further and transferred back and forth from Parcel A and B and C, but 
the law is that the dominant estate is established at 
As your honor has pointed out previously, the easement at issue 
parcel, and at that point the dominant parcel is whatever land the 
judgment, and have continued to defend and to collect on the judgment thus 


